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The Aged in Louisiana's Agriculture
by
Paul H. Price and Homer L. Hitt
INTRODUCTION
In recent years attention and interest have been increasingly
focused upon the role and status of aged persons in our society-and
for good reason. The inescapable facts revealed by census enumerations
are that elderly people have increased rapidly in number and relative
importance since the beginning of the Twentieth Century. The mi-
pressive growth of oldsters assumes genuine significance in view of the
peculiar constellation of problems which beset them in contemporary
society. As a group, they are characterized by the multitude of health
problems related to advanced age; many have dependency problems be-
cause they cannot continue to support themselves; they are frequently
overwhelmed by emotional problems related to the loss of a husband or
wife through death; they often have psychological or mental problems
associated with the gradual deterioration of the ])hysiological processes;
and they have more than their share of sociological problems stemming
from the lack of self gratifying and useful roles in society during the
advanced years.
The objectives of this study are to analyze the status and charac-
teristics of aged persons in Louisiana's rural-farm population and to
compare their situation to that of the aged in the urban and rural-
nonfarm areas of the state. As such, it represents somewhat of a de-
parture from the usual research in this field. Most sudies concerned
with the aged have concentrated upon this group as a segment of the
general population of the nation or of individual states. Although a
number of investigations have been devoted to retirement plans of
farmers, few have dealt primarily with the importance and status of
aged persons in the rural-farm population.
It is hoped that this study will point up something of the nature
and magnitude of the problem of the aged in Louisiana's farm popu-
lation. By identifying and evaluating recent trends, the emerging pat-
tern of the future can be better anticipated. It follows that the findings
should contribute to the fund of information and understanding which
must underlie intelligent planning for the aged people of the state
engaged in agriculture.
METHODOLOGY
Two separate groups serve as the units of analysis in this study.
One of these is the rural-farm population and the other is the farm
operators of the state. These two groups were selected for study be-
cause through them the maximum insight into the status and impor-
tance of the aged m rural society could be gained. The study of the
rural-farm population provides information relative to the total problem
of the aged among farm people. This group includes producers as well
as dependents and gives an over-all picture. The investigation of the
status of the aged among farm operators yields information regarding
the vital productive element in the farm society. In a strict sense, rural
society IS composed of the people involved in a particular occupation-
farming. Farm operators are essential elements in the rural society
because they are productive units within it. Their traits and activities
do much to determine the general characteristics of the total rural society
The twofold analysis of the status of aged in the rural-farm popula-
tion and among farm operators provides a concise picture of the im-
portance of that age group in the agricultural life of the state.
In this analysis, persons 65 years of age and over are considered aged.
The choice of this definition is conceded to be arbitrary. It should be
remembered that many persons in actuality may be "aged" a number of
years before age 65 and that others should not properly be so classi-
fied until many years beyond that age. Nevertheless, there are several
justifications for using the 65th year as marking the threshold of old
age. This is the age which has been established by the Social Security
Program of the United States as the year of eligibility for retirement,
and It is also widely recognized for this purpose by other public and pri-
vate pension plans. Still further, there is biological evidence that for
the majority of persons this age approximates the time of the onset of
the physical decline which so often accompanies old age.
The analysis in all of its phases is made on a state basis and is
further pursued on parish and State Economic Area levels whenever such
a procedure is possible and feasible. That part of the study concerned
with aged farm operators is made exclusively on the basis of State Eco-
nomic Areas. The aged in the rural-farm population are compared to
those in the rural-nonfarm and urban populations as well as to oldsters
in Louisiana's three metropolitan areas, New Orleans, Baton Rouge,
and Shreveport. This procedure points up the significant differences
between aged persons in the rural-farm population and in the other
residential categories of the state.
The aged in the rural-farm population are analyzed according to
their social and economic position in the society. The marital and family
statuses of aged persons are studied, as is their educational status. The
types of employment and levels of income of these elderly persons are
also examinetl. Moreover, and of basic importance, their number and
distribution within the rural-farm society of the state and their sex and
racial compositions are thoroughly investigated.
An attempt is made to describe the number, distribution, and racial
composition of aged farm operatois in the state. Beyond this, the sig-
nificant characteristics ol iarm operators are examined
as they relate to
the ao^ed. Among these are tenure status, type of farming
operation,
size ol farming operation, and economic status of
the farming opera-
tion These factors are studied from two viewpoints.
First, they are
considered in the manner in which they apply to the
aged farm oper-
ators themselves, and secondly, they are viewed as
they differentially
pertain to aged farm operators as compared to all
operators.
In the analysis of both aged farm operators and
aged persons gen-
erally in the rural-farm population, an attempt is
made to point out
trends which indicate future developments that
policy makers should
take account of in their formulations of programs
tor aged farm people.
THE AGED RURAL-FARM POPULATION
Basically, rural society is composed of persons working
in a par-
ticular occupation-agriculture. The United States Census
has, for
several decades, collected data relating to people
living on farms. 1 his
group is called the rural-farm population.' An analysis of these
data is
the most direct and reliable means of determining
many of the funda-
mental conditions which prevail among the farm people
in the state.
Therefore, the first portion of this analysis is
focused upon the statup
and importance of aged persons in the rural-farm
population. This
approach gives insight into the characteristics of
aged women and
men regardless of their precise relationship to the operation
of a farm.
Number and Distribution
In 1950 there were 35,629 persons 65 years of
age and over m tlie
rural-farm population of Louisiana. This group
comprised 6.3 per cent
of the total rural-farm population. In 1920,
the aged constituted only
3 2 per cent of the farm population. In the
state in 1950, there were
176 849 persons in this age group which accounted
for 6.6 per cent of the
total population. Therefore, the aged were of slightly
less relative im-
portance in the rural-farm population than in the
total population ot
>The Unite'd States Census states as follows:
''The farm P°P"l^';?"/^^^^;'f^';:
for 1040 and 1930. includes all persons living on
farms without regard to o""?^ ° •
In determining farm and nonfarm residents in the
1950 Census. ho..v^^^^^^^^
special groups lere classified otherwise than in earlier
censuses. " ^950- "^^'^
I'^^'^g
on what might have been considered farm were classified
as
']'^^'^^}''^/^^'^^^^^^




' and tourist camps were classified as farm residents
in 1940 whereas n lyjU
all such persons were classified as nonfarm." United
States Census of Population. 19.0,





The United States Census of Agriculture states that
For the 1950 Census r
AgriSuui^ Sces'of 3 or more acres were counted as farms
if -lue of agncultui.
products in 1949, exclusive of home gardens amounted
to ^JSO.OO or moie. Ih^^^




Zn 3 acres were counted as farms only if the valti. of - - f^™ J^^^V^^^^^^^^^^
in 1949 amounted to ,f 150.00 or more. Places operated
nr l^^^ "^^^ * the vaiu ^
^srricultural products in 1949 was less than these
minima because of crop oi ot'i"
unusual sUuE and places operated in 1950 for l\
farms if normally they could be expected to
produce these n^," ^ '™
^'^''^j'e
farm products." United States Census of Agriculture,
1950, General Repent A^e,
Residence, Years on Farm, Work Off Farm," Chapter II, pp.
xxix.
the state. In the United States, the aged constituted 8.2 per cent of the
nation's population. This means that the process of aging in both
the total and rural-farm populations of Louisiana has not yet progressed
to the extent that it has in the nation as a whole. The present age struc-
ture of the population, viewed in relation to prevailing mortality rates,
makes it appeur certain that the number and proportion of the aged in
both the state and the nation will increase substantially in the decades
immediately ahead. The proportion of the aged, however, is less
amenable to prediction than the number because of its sensitivity to
changes in the birth rate as well as in mortality at all levels.
An examination of the relative importance of the aged within
the rural-farm populations of the different parishes indicates that con-
siderable variation exists.' In order to portray these variations. Figure
FIGLiRE 1-The Aged Riinil-Farm I'opiilatioii of Louisiana, by Parishes, 1950.
(Source: Linited States Census, 1950, Louisiana. "Characteristics of the Population,"
Vol. II, Part 18.)
In Louisiana, parishes are the political subdivisions which correspond to counties
in other stales.
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1 showing the relative importance ot the aged rural-iarm population of
Louisiana, by parishes, in 1950 has been prepared. (See Appendix Tables
I, II, and III which present the proportional representation ot the aged
for the diflerent parishes by race and residence.) This figure reveals
that in five parishes the aged constituted 9 per cent or more of the
rural-farm population in 1950. These are Cameron (9.3 per cent). De
Soto (9.5 per cent), East Feliciana (9.5 per cent), Winn (9.6 per cent),
and La Salle (9.8 per cent) parishes. On the other hand, in nine par-
ishes the aged made up less than 5 per cent of the total rural-farm popu-
lation. This condition obtains in Franklin (4.9 per cent), Richland
(4.8 per cent), Avoyelles (4.7 per cent), Jefferson (4.6 per cent), Acadia
(4.4 per cent) , Lafayette (4.3 per cent) , St. Martin (4.0 per cent) , St.
Landry (3.3 per cent) , and Evangeline (3.0 per cent) parishes. Among
the remaining parishes, the aged constituted 5.0 - 5.9 per cent ot the rural-
farm population in 10 parishes, 6.0 - 6.9 per cent in 15 parishes, 7.0 - 7.9
per cent in 13 parishes, and 8.0 - 8.9 per cent in 11 parishes. One par-
ish (Orleans) has no rural-farm population.
From the standpoint of absolute numbers ot aged persons in the
rural-farm population, six parishes had more than 1,000 residents each
aged 65 years and over in 1950. These were St. Landry (1,236 persons),
Tangipahoa (1,213 persons), De Soto (1,153 persons), Franklin (1,078
persons), Caddo (1,075 persons), and Natchitoches (1,017 persons). At
the other extreme, 3 parishes had less than 100 aged persons in their
rural-farm populations. St. Charles (95 persons), Jefferson (44 persons),
and St. Bernard (40 persons) were in this category.
Sex Composition
In sharp contrast to the balance between the sexes among the aged
in the other residential categories, the sex ratio among elderly people in
the rural-farm population is high. (See Table I.) In 1950 there were
129.5 males tor each 100 females in the rural-farm population 65 years of
age and over. This means that the aged rural-farm population is pre-
dominantly male. Among the aged of the state as a whole the sex ratio
was only 87.5. Corresponding figures for the rural-nonfarm and urban
TABLE I.—Sex Ratios Among Persons 65 years of Age and Over, by Race and Resi-
dence, Louisiana, 1950
Sex Ratio
Area Total Population Whites Nonwhites
The Slate *7.5 84.7 92.9
Rural-Farm 129.5 124.5 137.8
Rural-Nonfarm 96.9 98.9 93.9
Urban 71.3 69.2 76.2
Baton Rouge 69.8 61.5 83.2
New Orleans 66.1 65.2 68.9
Shreveport 83.3 80.6 86.9
Source: United States Census, 1950, Louisiana, "Characteristics of the Population,"
' Vol. 11, Part
18, Table 57.
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populations were 96.9 and 71.3, respectively. Low sex ratios among the
aged also prevailed in Louisiana's major cities: Baton Rouge (69.8),
Shreveport (83.3), and New Orleans (66.1). These figures indicate that
the aged in the rural-nonfarm and urban population of the state are
numerically female dominated. This is a highly significant factor in the
composition of the aged rural-farm population as contrasted to the other
segments of the state's people. (See Appendix Tables IV and V for sex
ratios for parishes by race and residence.)
A consideration of the sex composition of the rural-farm aged
population by race reveals that this important distinction holds for
whites as well as nonwhites. Specifically the sex ratio was 124.5 among
white elderly farm people and 137.8 among the corresponding nonwhite
group. Thus, the nonwhite aged rural-farm population is considerably
more masculine than is the white aged farm population. In comparison,
the aged residents of both races in rural-nonfarm and urban areas are
characterized by low sex ratios, i.e., by a relative numerical dominance
of females.
That Louisiana's aged people on farms are more masculine than
those in cities and rural-nonfarm areas is to be expected in view of the
characteristically higher sex ratios of farm popidations generally. How-
ever, the substantially greater masculinity of the aged farm people as
compared with all farm people in the state is somewhat surprising since
females have a clear-cut advantage in life expectancy. It would seem
that the migration of widowed aged women away from farms to spend
their remaining years elsewhere is widespread. Many of them undoubt-
edly take up residence with their children who live in villages, towns,
and cities. Such a migration of aged widowed females away from farms
in larger numbers than is the case for aged widowed males probably
accounts, for the most part, for the very high sex ratio of the aged
farm population.
The concentration of males in the aged farm population of Louisi-
ana is of great significance. This disproportionately large number of
aged males exerts an important influence upon the nature of the prob-
lems confronting elderly farm people. Public Welfare and other gov-
ernmental programs designed for aged farm people should take account
of their distinctive balance between the sexes.
Racial Composition
A majority of the aged farm population of Louisiana in 1950 were
native-white persons. Specifically, 59.1 per cent of them were classified
in this category. Negroes comprised 38.9 per cent of the aged people in
the farm population to rank as the second most important group.
Foreign-born whites made up 1.9 per cent of the aged persons on farms,
and "other races" accounted for only 0.1 per cent. Corresponding fig-
ures for the state's total aged population are 61.2, 34.3, 4.4, and 0.1 per









































whites are relatively less important among the aged on farms than among
old persons in the state's total population. Negroes, on the other hand,
are relatively more numerous among the aged in the rural-farm areas
than in the entire state. "Other races" constitute an insignificant part
of both populations.
Native-born whites are relatively less important among aged persons
on farms in Louisiana than in the state's urban population. This group
made up 62.8 per cent of the aged in cities, whereas it accounted for
only 59.1 per cent of the old persons on farms. However, aged Negroes
are relatively more numerous among the aged on farms than in cities.
The proportions were 38.9 and 30.6 per cents respectively. The relative
importance of Negroes in the aged population of Louisiana's three large
cities varied considerably. New Orleans has the highest proportion of
native-born whites, the largest proportion of foreign-born whites, and
the smallest proportion of Negroes among its aged population. Baton
Rouge has the largest proportion of Negroes in the aged population,
and Shreveport stands in an intermediate position in this respect.
The racial composition of elderly persons residing in rural-nonfarm
territory closely paralleled that of oldsters living on farms.
Native whites are relatively most numerous among aged persons in
the cities and least numerous among those on farms. Foreign-born
whites are significantly more important among the aged in urban cen-
ters than in the rural-nonfarm and rural-farm areas. Negroes are rel-
atively most numerous among aged persons in rural-farm territory and
least important among the aged in the urban population. These dif-
ferences are significant because they will in some measure condition
the problems associated with aging in the three residential areas.
Marital Status
Marital status is an important indicator of the changes which have
occurred in the pattern of family living of aged persons. These changes
represent some of the most difficult problems which elderly people must
confront. Especially is this true of older persons who have become
widowed and dependent upon others for their subsistence and welfare.
Figure 2 has been prepared to show the marital status of aged farm per-
sons as compared to aged people in the state's population as a whole in
1950. Among aged men in the farm population, 74.7 per cent were
married, 20.1 per cent were widowed, 4.6 per cent were single, and 0.6
per cent were divorced. A considerably larger proportion of the aged
men on farms than of those in the total male population was married.
The figures are 74.7 per cent married in the farm population and 68.3
per cent in the total male population. Also aged men in the farm pop-
ulation were widowed to a lesser extent than elderly men in the state,
20.1 per cent as compared to 24.3 per cent respectively. The same re-
lationship obtains for white and nonwhite aged males in the rural-farm
12
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Figure 2.—Marital Status of Persons 65 Years of Age and Over, Total and Rural-
Farm Populations, by Sex and Race, Louisiana, 1950, (Source: United States Census,
1950, Louisiana, "Characteristics of the Population," Vol. II. Part 18, Table 57.
areas. The differences were slightly greater, however, among aged rural-
farm nonwhites than among aged farm white men.
In 1950 the aged male population residing in urban centers con-
tained a much smaller proportion nrarried and a considerably larger
proportion widowed than the aged male population in the farm areas.
(See Table III.) This same relationship hoWs in the three largest cities,
Baton Rouge. New Orleans, and Shreveport. Furthermore, this same
pattern prevails among aged white and nonwhite males. Among aged
nonwhite men the proportion married in the urban population was
very much smaller than in the farnr population. Also the proportion
widowed was mtxch greater among urban aged nonwhite males than
among this group in the farm population.
The rural-nonfarm aged men were found to be 69.2 j^er cent mar-
ried and 24.4 per cent widowed in 1950. This means that they are less
frequently married than aged men in the farm areas and slightly more
often married than those in the state's total population. The urban aged
men had a much loAver proportion married and a much larger propor-
tion widowed than did the rural-nonfarm aged men. The same pat-
tern obtains for aged white men and aged nonwhite men.
The data further show that 4.6 per cent of the aged rural-farm men
were single and 0.6 per cent of them were divorced in 1950. The figures
13
TABLE III.—Men 65 Years of Age and Over, by Marital Status, Louisiana, 1950
Single Married Widowed Divorced
Area
No. Per Cent No. Per Cent No. Per Cent No. Per Cent
(Total Population)
TJie State 5 115 6 1 5o,SjO 68.3 20,235 24.3 / .090 1.3
R. 11r 3.1 "F 3.i"rn 940 4 6 1 1 on 74.7 4,095 20.1 130 0.6
T? 1 1 rci 1 -Mnn ^ctTm 1 990 c; 9 69.2 5,780 24.4 290 1.2
2 955 64.4 10,360 26.4 670 1.7
1 7'i 5 6 9 1 nn 67.1 815 26.0 40 1 .3
I 8 1 f
)
9 8 61.3 4,975 26.9 365 2.0
Shreveport 275 4.9 3,781 67.1 1 ,480 26.3 95 1.7
(White Population)
I lit: oiiiic T 7/ .i y J ,11
5
69.1 11,915 22.2 840 1 .6
fitDl 0 ^ 10.
1
74.1 2,460 20.1 85 0.7
R 11 x2l \ -!N onf3.rm 880 6 0 1 U,f 70.5 3,255 22.0 220 1 .5
S 7
1 7,690 66.1 6,200 23.2 535 2.0
l53tOIl ivOU^C 105 6 5 1 1 Fir^ 71.5 330 20.4 25 1 .6
1 540 1 1 1 ft c;j.Fi0 61.9 3,430 24.8 300 2.2
Sli rcvcport 225 7. 2 205 69.7 665 21.0 / 0 0 Q
(Nonwhite Population)
The State 1 ,290 4.4 19,675 66.6 8,320 28.2 250 0.8
Rural-Farm 325 4.0 6,135 75.3 1,635 20.1 45 0.6
Rural-Nonfarm 340 3.8 5,945 67.0 2,525 28.4 70 0.8
Urban 625 5.0 7,595 60.7 4,160 33.2 135 1.1
Baton Rouge 70 4.6 945 62.4 485 32.0 15 1.0
New Orleans 270 5.7 2,820 60.0 1,545 32.9 65 1.4
Shreveport 50 2.0 1,575 63 ;9 815 33.1 25 1.0
Source: United State.s Census, 1950, Louisiana, "Characteristics of the Population," Vol. II, Part 18,
Table 57.
for the state's aged men were 6.1 per cent and 1.3 per cent lespectively.
Of aged men in all residential categories, the urban population contained
the largest proportion classified as single. It also included the highest
proportion which was divorced, even though in all cases the figures are
comparatively small.
Nonwhite aged men have a relatively smaller number ol single per-
sons than aged white men. This obtained among the total, rural-farm,
rural-nonfarm and urban population in 1950. The proportion di-
vorced was slightly less among nonwhite than among white aged men.
These data reveal that the aged man, whether he is white or non-
white, rural-farm, rural-nonfarm, or urban, is still living piedominantly
in a married state in his advanced years. Approximately two-thirds of
them were so classified in 1950. However, significant proportions of
them are widowed. The data reveal that roughly one-fourth of them
were living alone, having been preceded in death by their wives. Rel-
atively small proportions of them were still single and only an insignifi-
cant number were divorced.
The marital status of aged rural-farm women, and women in gen-
eral, is quite different from that of men. Figure 2 reveals that the ma-
jority of the aged women are living in a widowed status. For the
state as a whole, 59.4 per cent of the women 65 years of age and over
14
had experienced the loss of their husbands. The proportion of aged
women who are widowed is lower among those who live on farms. In
fact, only 48.6 per cent were reported as widowed in 1950. The rural-
nonfarm aged women had a higher proportion widowed than the aged
farm women. However, by far the largest proportions of aged women
in this category were found in the urban population. In fact, 62.9 per
cent of the aged women in cities were widows. The proportion is equal-
ly as high among the aged women in the state's three largest cities, Bat-
on Rouge, New Orleans, and Shreveport.
The residential pattern with respect to the proportion of aged
women married is the converse of that for the proportion widowed.
(See Table IV.) 1 he rural-farm aged v,/omen had the largest proportion
married (46.1 per cent), the rural-nonfarm grotip recorded the next
highest proportion married (36.3 per cent) , and the urban places
had the lowest percentage in that category. In fact, only about one-
fourth of the aa;ed urban women were married in 1950. The state's
largest cities had a similarly low proportion of married persons among
their aged female population.
Tfie rural-farm aged women also had a relatively low proportion
of persons classified as single (4.9 per cent) , although the smallest pro-
portion in this status was found in the rural-nonfarm group (4.4 per
TABLE IV.-Women 65 Years of Age and Over, by Marital Status, Louisiana, 1950
Single Mairied Widowed Divorced
Area
No. Per Cent No. Per Cent No. Per Cent No. Per Cent
(Total Population)
The State 7,4S5 7.9 }1.9 56,590 59.4 780 .S
Rural-Farm 770 4.9 7,245 46.1 7,640 48.6 65 .4
Rural-Nonfarm 1,085 4.4 8,855 36.3 14,300 58.6 175 .7
Urban 5,030 10.2 14,265 25.9 34,650 62.9 540 1.0
Baton Rouge 280 6.2 1,330 29.7 2,810 62.7 65 1.4
New Orleans 3,830 13.7 6,640 23.7 17,280 61.7 265 .9
Shreveport 320 4.8 1 ,745 25.8 4,605 68.1 90 1.3
(White Population)
The State 6.245 9.9 20,260 51.9 56,400 57.4 555 .8
Rural-Farm 570 5.8 4,535 46.2 4,655 47.4 55 .6
Rural-Nonfarm 815 5.5 5,485 36.7 8,545 57.1 no .7
Urban 4,860 12.6 10,240 26.5 23,200 60.0 370 .9
Baton Rouge 205 7.8 765 29.2 1,610 61.3 45 1.7
New Orleans 3,365 15.9 5,180 24.4 12,455 58.8 195 .9
Shreveport 255 6.5 1 ,040 26.5 2,570 65.5 60 1.5
(Non white Population)
The State 1 .240 5.9 10,105 5I.S 20,190 65.5 245 .8
Rural-Farm 200 3.4 2,710 45.9 2,985 50.5 10 .2
Rural-Nonfarm 270 2.9 3,370 35.6 5,755 60.8 (55 .7
Urban 770 4.7 4,025 24.5 1 1,450 69.8 170 1.0
Baton Rouge 75 4.0 565 30.4 1,200 64.5 20 1.1
New Orleans 465 6.8 1,460 21.4 4,825 70.8 70 1.0
Shreveport 65 2.3 705 24.8 2,035 71.8 30 1.1
Source; United States Census, 1950, Louisiana, 'Characteristics of the Population," Vol. II, Part 18,
Table 57.
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cent.) The urban aged women were single to a much larger extent than
those in farm or nonfarm areas. In fact, one-tenth of the aged women in
urban places in 1950 were still in a single marital status. However, great
variations existed among the three largest cities. New Orleans had a
very high proportion of aged women classified as single (13.7 per cent)
,
and Baton Rouge and Shreveport had comparatively low proportions
of their aged women in this category, 6.2 per cent and 4.8 per cent
respectively.
The divorced were proportionately least numerous among aged
rural-farm women and most numerous among urban aged women, the
percentages being 0.4 and 1.0 respectively. The rural-nonfarm aged
women ranked intermediate in the proportion divorced (0.7 per cent)
.
A study of the marital status of aged women by race shows that
generally the same relationships prevail among whites and nonwhites as
described in the preceding paragraphs for the total population. The
main differences are that the nonwhite aged women have a substantially
larger proportion classified as widowed and a significantly smaller pro-
portion in the single category. For the state, 63.5 per cent of the non-
white aged women were widowed and 57.4 per cent of the white
aged women were in this category. Only 3.9 per cent of the nonwhite
aged women were single as compared to 9.9 per cent of the aged white
women. The proportions which were married and divorced were ap-
proximately the same.
The high proportion of aged farm women who are married and the
low proportion who are widowed tends to support the inference drawn
in the analysis of sex composition. In that context it was suggested that
the selective migration of aged widows from farms to nonfarm and urban
territory probably contributed to the high masculinity of the aged farm
population. Such a movement would also result in the high propor-
tion of aged women in the married state and the low proportion classi-
fied as widowed. This migration, of course, woidd have the reverse
effect upon the marital structure of the communities receiving these
aged migrant widows, thus contributing further to the residential dif-
ferentials. The high sex ratio in farm areas would also provide greater
opj>ortunities for remarriage among aged female widows than exist in
other residential populations.
Relationship to Head of Household
The relationship of the aged person to the head of the household in
which he resides is suggestive of the adjustment which he has had to make
as a result of his advanced years. Figure 3 depicts the relationship of the
aged persons in the rural-farm and total population to the head of the
households in which they reside. This chart indicates that in 1950 the
great majority of the farm men 65 years of age and over were heads of
the household in which they lived. In fact, 83.4 per cent of them were so
classified. Nevertheless, 9.9 per cent of the aged farm men were parents
16
PERSONS 65 YEARS OF AGE AND OVER.
BY RELATIONSHIP TO HEAD OF HOUSEHOLD. LOUISIANA. 1950
90 93 IQO
mi' OTHER
Figure 3.—Persons 65 Years of Age and Over, by Relationship to the Head of the
Household, Total and Rural-Farm Populations, by Sex and Race, Louisiana, 1930.
(Source: United States Census. 19,50, Louisiana, "Characteristics of the Popidation."
Vol. II, Part 18, Table 58.)
of the head of the household, 4.6 per cent were other relatives of the
head, 1.9 per cent were lodgers, and insignificant proportions were chil-
dren of the head and resident employees (0.1 per cent in both cate-
gories) . Aged persons in the state generally had a slightly lower piopor-
tion (81.6 per cent) classified as head of households and a considerably
larger proportion (3.7 per cent) in the lodger category.
The urban aged male population recorded the smallest proportion
which was the head of the household (77.8 per cent) . (See Table V.)
This residential group also had the highest proportion of its aged men
classified as parents of the head of the household (11.2 per cent), as
other relatives of the head (5.4 per cent) , and as lodgers (5.4 per cent) .
On the other hand, aged men in the nonfarm population had the largest
proportion (86.1 per cent) classified as heads of households and the
lowest proportion who were living with other relatives (3.6 per cent) .
Approximately the same relationship obtained for white and non-
white aged men as described above for the total aged population. The
most significant difference .seems to be in the proportion classified as
parent of the head of the household. In farm areas the figure for the
aged white men was 11.5 per cent as compared to 7.5 per cent for the
aged nonwhite men. From this differential it would appear that among
17
TABLE v.—Men 65 Years of Age and Over, by Relationship to Head of Household,
Louisiana, 1950








The State S1.6 9.S 4.7 3.7
Rural-Farm 83.4 .1 9.9 4.6 1.9 .1
Rural-Nonfarm 86.1 .1 7.5 3.6 2.6 .1
Urban 77.8 .1 11.2 5.4 5.4 1
Baton Rouge 78.7 9 10.5 5.4 5.2
New Orleans 7.5.7 .1 12.1 6.4 5.6 .1






The State Sl.O 2 11.6 4.3 2.S 1
Rural-Farm 82.9 2 11.5 3.9 1.4 1
Rural-Nonfarni 8.5.0 .2 9.3 3.4 2.0 • 1
Urban 77.8 .1 12.9 5.1 4.0 1
Baton Rouge 77.6 14.4 3.8 4.2
New Orleans 75.5 .1 13.3 6.5 4.5 1




6.8 5.2 5.3 .1
Rural-Farm 84.1 .1 7.5 5.5 2.7 .1
Rural-Nonfarm 88.0 .1 4.6 3.8 3.5
Urban 77.7 .1 7.8 6.1 8.2 .1
Baton Rotige 79.9 .3 6.4 7.0 6.4
New Orleans 76.1 8.7 6.4 8.7 .1
Shreveport 77.(1 8.6 6.7 6.7 .4
Source: United States Census, 1950, Loiiisuiiui, "Cliara- terist ics oi; the Population," Vol. 11, Part 18,
Table 58.
farm people aged white males are much more likely to live with their
adult children than is the case for nonwhite male oldsters.
The situation among aged farm women in regard to the relation-
ship to the head of the household is considerably different from that
of the males, as is to be expected. Louisiana's farm women 65 years of
age and over were classified as follows in 1950: head of the household.
21.6 per cent; wife of the head, 40.4 per cent; child of the head, 0.2 per
cent; parent of the head, 27.8 per cent; other relative, 8.5 per cent;
lodger, 1.4 per cent; and resident employee, 0.1 per cent. Aged farm
women, as compared with those in other residential categories, least
often served as heads of households but most often were wives of heads.
This pattern is to be expected in view of the high proportion of them
who are married.
It is interesting to note that the aged rural-nonfarm women were
heads of households to a larger degree than aged women in the other
residential areas. In fact, 41.3 per cent of them were in this category.
(See Table VI.) This group also had the smallest proportion of aged
women living with their children and classified as parents of the head
(18.1 per cent) . Significantly, the smallest proportions which were
classified as wives (21.6 per cent) and as lodgers (3.6 per cent) were
18
TABLE VI.—Women 65 years of Age and Over, by Relationship to Head of House-
hold, Louisiana, 1950








The Slate ^6J 27.5 2 24.1 9.0 2.6 .2
Rural-Farm 21.6 40.4 o 27.8 8.5 1.4 .1
Rural-Nonfarm 41. .-5 32.3 .3 18.1 6.5 1.4 .1
Urban 38.5 21.6 .1 25.7 10.3 3.6 .2
Baton Rouge 36.2 24.8 28.2 7.6 2.8 .2
New Orleans 34.8 19.2 . 1 28.1 13.4 4.1 .3
Shreveport 39.1 22.1 •~ 25.9 8.3 4.1 .3
(White Population)
The State }4.1 2fl.l ./ 26.2 9.0 2.} .2
Rural-Farm 21.3 41.2 .2 28.6 7.6 1.0 .1
Rural-Nonfarm 39.1 33.0 2 20.8 5.7 I.l .1
Urban 35.5 22.7 .1 27.7 10.7 3.1 .2
Baton Rouge 33.3 24.3 .4 34.5 5.1 2.2 .2
New Orleans 32.3 20.4 .1 29.8 13.7 3.5 .2
Shreveport 35.8 23.9 .1 28.1 8.0 3.7 .4
(Nonwhite Population)
The State 40.8 26J 20.0 9.1 .2
Rural-Farm ^1.9 39.1 26.3 10.2 2.0 .2
Rural-Nonfarm 44.9 31.1 .3 13.9 7.9 1.8
Urban 45.4 18.9 .2 21.2 9.3 4.7 .3
Baton Rouge 40.2 25.5 19.6 10.9 3.5 .3
New Orleans 42.2 15.4 2 22.9 12.6 6.2 .5
Shreveport 43.4 19.6 .4 22.9 8.8 4.7 .2
Source: United States Census. 1950, Louisiana, "Characteristics of the Population," Vol. IL Part 18,
Table 58.
found among aged women in cities. The aged women on farms were liv-
ing with their children to a greater extent than aged women in either
the rural-nonfarm or urban places. In fact, more than one fourth of them
were in this status (27.8 per cent) .
In considering the relationship of aged farm women to the head of
the household in the two races, some significant differences are noted.
The aged nonwhite women in the rural-farm population were classified
in larger proportion (10.2 per cent as compared to 7.6 per cent) as other
relatives of the head than their counterparts in the white population. As
was the case with males, aged nonwhite farm females are somewhat less
likely to be living with their adult children than are their white counter-
parts.
Educational Status
In general the aged persons of the state are a poorly educated group
of citizens. This is not surprising because their attainments represent
the product of our educational system of forty or more years ago. As
the new generations move into the advanced years of life, this low edu-
cational status will undoubtedly be improved, reflecting the achievements
of our modern school program. Figure 4 presents the educational status
19
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EDUCATIONAL STATUS OF PERSONS 65 YEARS OF AGE AND OVER







Figure 4.-Educational Status of Persons 65 Years of Age and Over, Total and
Rural-Farm Populations, by Sex and Race, Louisiana, 1950. (Source: United States
Census, 1950, Louisiana, "Characteristics of the Population," Vol. II, Part 18, Table 65.)
of aged persons in the farm and the total populations by sex and race.
Readily evident is the large proportion of aged persons who have had
absolutely no formal education. Among aged farm men, 28.9 per cent
had never attended school and 62.7 per cent had attended only element-
ary school. The aged farm men who had attended high school account-
ed for only 6.2 per cent, and those who had attended college made up
only 2.2 per cent. Genei^ally, the data show that aged farm men have
a lower educational status than aged men in the state's total population.
The former included the lowest proportions that had attended high school
and college of all of the residential areas. The aged men on farms also
had a very large proportion that had received no schooling, being
surpassed in this measurement only slightly by those aged men living in
rural-nonfarm areas (28.9 per cent as compared to 31.7 per cent) . (See
Table VII) . Significantly larger proportions of the aged men in urban
places than in the other residential groups had attended high school and
college.
A consideration of the educational status of aged men by race in
1950 reveals substantially superior attainment on the part of whites as
compared to nonwhites. In the farm population, only 19.3 per cent of



































































































































































































































































































































































































the nonwhites. Also, very small proportions of the aged rural-farm
nonwhites had attended high school and college, 1.6 per cent and 0.4
per cent, respectively. Corresponding figures for the aged white men on
farms are 9.3 per cent and 3.4 per cent. The differentials previously
noted among the total farm, nonfarm, and urban aged men also prevail
among both whites and nonwhites. In both races, the nonfarm popula-
tion had the highest proportions reporting no formal schooling. The
aged urban males among both races had the greatest relative numbers
which had attended high school and college. In all residential cate-
gories, the educational status of the white was superior to that of the
nonwhite aged men.
Although it is usually believed that the philosophy of education of
a half century ago held that the men should be educated in preference
to the women, the data on educational attainment of aged women do
not entirely support this idea. Table VII indicates that aged women are
a better educated gioup than aged men in the total and urban popula-
tions. In the riual-farm and rvual-nonfarm populations, however, larger
proportions of aged women have had no schooling and slightly smaller
percentages have attended high school. This indicates that only in
rural areas did the men receive educational opportunities in preference
to the women.
Residential differentials in education for females are generally simi-
lar to those of males. In 1950, of all aged farm women, 30.9 per cent
reported no schooling, 58.3 per cent had attended elementary school, 8.4
per cent had gone to high school, and 2.4 per cent had attended college.
This means that only one in ten had advanced beyond the elementary
grades. Aged women in the urban places, and especially in the large
metropolitan centers, had the highest educational attainment of any
residential group.
An analysis of educational status of aged women by race shows the
same differential in schooling which prevailed among the aged males.
Aged nonwhite women have lower educational achievements than aged
white women. The rural-farm white and nonwhite aged women have
larger proportions with no schooling than any other group except aged
women in the nonfarm population. Aged urban white and nonwhite
women both reported the highest educational attainment. These same
patterns were foimd to exist among aged white and aged nonwhite males.
Employment Status
The majority of the persons 65 years of age and over in Louisiana
are no longer part of the labor force. In fact, for the total population,
68.7 per cent of the aged men and 94.8 per cent of the aged women were
not part of the labor force in 1950. A slightly smaller proportion of the
aged rural-farm men was not included in the labor force (54.6 per cent) ;
howe\er, 96.0 per cent of the aged rural-farm women were not in the
labor force. The rural-farm population of all residential areas had the
22
smallest relative number of aged men not part of the labor force. Among
aged rural-nonfarm men, 81.9 per cent were no longer in the working
population, and 68.2 per cent of the aged urban men were in this cate-
gory. In all residential areas, the proportion of aged women not part
of the labor force is exceedingly high. In fact, 96.5 per cent of the aged
rural-nonfarm women and 93.7 per cent of the aged urban women were
in this classification.
The relatively high proportions of both aged males and aged
females in rural-nonfarm areas not in the labor force support the thesis
inferred from other data that small towns and villages are serving as
havens of refuge for the retired. Perhaps rural-nonfarm territory is the
frequent destination of retired people leaving both farms and cities.
A similar relationship prevails when employment statvis is examined
by race. Among whites, 66.8 per cent of the aged men and 95.0 per cent
of the aged women were not in the working force in 1950. Comparable
figures for aged rural-farm whites were 58.6 and 96.6 per cent respective-
ly. Among nonwhites, 71.5 per cent of the aged men and 94.4 per cent of
the aged women were not included in the labor force. In the rural-farm
population, 48.5 per cent of the aged nonwhite men and 94.8 per cent of
the aged nonwhite women were in this category.
Even though only small proportions of the aged persons of the state
are still part of the labor force, those who are in that category manage
to retain their employment to a great extent. (See Table VIII.) For
instance, 97.1 per cent of the aged men in the labor force in 1950 had
jobs. This proportion was even higher among aged rural-farm men
(99.6 per cent) . The urban places had the lowest proportion employed
(95.4 per cent) and consequently the largest proportion unemployed.
Approximately the same employment statuses as described above for the
aged male population obtain when the analysis is made by race. Aged
nonwhite males had a slightly lower proportion employed and conse-
quently a slightly higher proportion unemployed in each of the resi-
dential categories.
The small number of aged women who are still part of the labor
force also are able to maintain their employment to a high degree. In
fact, 97.5 per cent of the aged women in the state in 1950 who were part
of the labor force had jobs. This proportion was highest among aged
rural-farm women (99.2 per cent) and lowest among aged urban women
(96.8 per cent) . A comparable figure for the rural-nonfarm aged wom-
en was 98.8 per cent. The employment situation of aged women ana-
lyzed by race reveals that both aged white and nonwhites have high
records for employment. Among aged white women, 97.7 per cent were
employed as compared to 96.6 per cent among aged nonwhite women. A
similarly high proportion was employed among aged rural-farm white
women (98.5 per cent) , and all of the aged nonwhite women in the















































































































































































































































































































































































































































Most of the problems related to aged persons center around those
people who are no longer part of the labor force. For the most part,
they represent individuals who have become dependent upon society or
relatives for their subsistence and support. Information presented in
Figure 5 shows the status of aged farm persons in Louisiana in 1950.
Comparison is made with the aged in the total population of the state.
Of the 11,110 aged rural-farm men not in the labor force, by far the
largest proportion (78.9 per cent) were classified as unable to work.
The remainder had the following statuses: other and not reported,
19.8 per cent; and keeping house, 1.3 per cent. Comparable figures for
the state's aged males are 69.6 per cent, 26.6 per cent, and 1.7 per cent
respectively. In the state's total aged male population, 2.1 per cent were
inmates of institutions. No inmates of such institutions are classified as
rural-farm residents.
It is of significance that the farm areas, of all of the residential cate-
gories, had the largest proportion of aged males classified as unable to
work. (See Table IX.) This figure was 78.9 per cent. Among aged
rural-nonfarm men, 75.5 per cent were unable to work as compared to
only 61.6 per cent among aged urban men. The cities of Baton Rouge
STATUS OF PERSONS 65 YEARS OF AGE AND OVER. NOT IN THE LABOR FORGE.
TOTAL AND RURALFARM POPULATIONS BY SEX AND RACE. LOUISIANA, 1950
PER CENT
3 PP202330354Q4SS0M6O65T0T3a0e3 90 96IOO
TOTOl. POPULATION
H 0
Figure 5.—Status of Persons 65 Years of Age and Over, Not in the Labor Force,
Total and Rural-Farm Populations, by Sex and Race, Louisiana, 1950. (Source: United












































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































and New Orleans had low proportions of their aged men in this cate-
gory, 57.7 and 56.4 per cent respectively. On the other hand, a very
large proportion (75.4 per cent) of the aged men in Shreveport were
unable to work. Relatively small proportions of the aged men in all
residential areas were keeping house. The rural-farm area had the
smallest proportion of its aged men in this category (1.3 per cent) as
would be expected from their marital status. Among aged men in rural-
nonfarm areas, 1.9 per cent were keeping house, and in urban areas, 1.8
per cent were so classified. The largest relative number of aged men
who were keeping house was found in Baton Rouge, in which 2.3 per
cent were so occupied in 1950.
An analysis of the status of aged men who were no longer part of
the labor force, by race, shows that the majority of both aged white and
nonwhite men were unable to work. The proportion in this category,
however, was somewhat higher among nonwhite aged men than among
whites in a similar age group, 75.2 per cent as compared to 66.3 per
cent. This same relationship held for the rural-farm aged male popula-
tion except that larger proportions in both races were unable to work.
Among white aged men on farms, 77.4 per cent were unable to work as
compared to 81.5 per cent among their nonwhite counterparts. For the
state as a whole, a larger proportion of aged white men (2.5 per cent)
were inmates of institutions than of aged nonwhite men (1.3 per cent).
In the other statuses, the proportions among white and nonwhite aged
males were about the same as those prevailing among the total aged
male population.
As is to be expected, the status of aged women who are not part of
the labor force is considerably different from that of aged men. The
majority of this group were classified as keeping house in 1950, whereas
the majority of the aged men were listed as unable to work. (See Table
X.) In the total population, 54.7 per cent of the aged women were
keeping house as compared to 53.6 per cent in the farm population.
Even though the majority of the aged women were classified as keeping
house, a status which does not carry problem connotations, a very large
proportion of them were listed as unable to work. In fact, 35.5 per cent
of the aged women were listed as unable to work in 1950. The figure
among the aged women on farms was significantly higher than that for
the state, amounting to 40.0 per cent. Only aged women in rural-
nonfarm areas had a higher proportion classified as unable to work than
in the farm population, and the difference was very small (40.3 per
cent compared to 40.0 per cent) . In the state, 1.7 per cent of the aged
women, amounting to 1,565 persons, were inmates of institutions.
The aged urban female population included higher proportions
keeping house than the farm population. In fact, 56.2 per cent of the













































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































urban female population also had the smallest relative numbers classi
fied as unable to work. Only 32.0 per cent of them were in this cate-
gory. However, 2.4 per cent of them were inmates of institutions.
These data indicate that problems relating to incapacitated aged wom-
en are greater in the farm areas than in the cities.
An analysis of the status of aged women who were not part of the
labor force, by race, shows some significant difPerences. Apparently
problems centering aroimd disability to the extent that the individual is
imable to work are much greater among aged nonwhite women than
among aged white women. This is reflected in the proportion of aged
women who were keeping house, a normal or usual status for women.
Among aged white women in the state, 61.7 per cent were keeping house
in 1950 as compared to 40.6 per cent among nonwhites. Conversely,
nearly twice as many aged nonwhite women were vuiable to work as
aged white women, 49.7 per cent compared to 28.4 per cent respectively.
The same situation, except to a lesser extent, obtains when aged white
and nonwhite women in the farm poptdation are compared. The pro-
portions keeping house in the farm poptdation were 58.1 per cent
among aged white women and 46.1 per cent among aged nonwhite
women. A total of 35.3 per cent of the aged white farm women were
unable to work as compared to 47.8 per cent among nonwhite farm
women.
It is of interest to note that approximately one-half of the aged
nonwhite women in the cities of the state were classified as unable to
work. The data show that 50.0 per cent of the aged nonwhite women
in the urban population, 47.0 per cent in Baton Rouge, 47.2 per cent in
New Orleans, and 62.6 per cent in Shreveport were disabled to the ex-
tent that they were unable to work in 1950. The proportion in the
cities classified as unable to work among aged white women was about
half as much as among nonwhites. In fact, 24.4 per cent of the total
aged urban white women, 22.2 per cent of those in Baton Rouge, 24.3
per cent in New Orleans, and 24.1 per cent in Shreveport were so
classified.
1 hese data indicate that problems relating to disabled aged women
are more prevalent among rural-farm people and among nonwhites
than among the other people in the population. Aged nonwhite
women in cities also reported a very high proportion of disabled
persons in 1950.
Income Status
Aged persons on farms have the lowest median income among the
aged of any of the residential areas. They had a median income of
$757 in 1950 compared to $849 for aged men in the urban and rural-
nonfarm areas. In New Orleans, aged men had a median income of
$1,027, the highest figure for any residential area. The median income
of all aged men in the state was $823.
29
Aged farm women had a lower median income in 1950 than any
comparable group in the state. They received only |692 as their
median income in that year. Aged women in New Orleans had the
highest median income ($733) , and those in the urban and rural-
nontarm areas ranked in the intermediate position with a median in-
come ot $717. The median income of aged women in the state as a
whole was $712.
These figures show that generally aged women have lower median
incomes than aged men and that aged persons in the rural-farm popu-
lation have lower incomes than those in the other residential areas.
In studying the distribution of income to aged persons, significant
difi'erences are revealed between aged men on farms and aged men in
the other residential areas. (See Table XI.) The aged men on farms
include larger proportions with low incomes and smaller proportions
with high incomes than aged men in other areas. Among aged men on
farms in 1950, 9.8 per cent had no incomes; 16.5 per cent had incomes
between $1 and $499 or sustained a loss: 55.7 per cent earned $500 to
$999; 8.7 per cent received $1,000 to $1,499; 2.8 per cent had incomes
of $1,500 to $1,999: and only 6.5 per cent had incomes over $2,000. In
the urban and rural-nonfarm areas much larger proportions of aged
men received higher incomes. In New Orleans, about one-fourth of the
aged men recei\ed a median income of over $2,000 per year.
The distribution of income among aged women is somewhat dif-
ferent from that of aged men. For one thing, a much larger proportion
of aged vv'omen than of aged men had no income. In fact, roughly one-
third of the former had no income in 1950 as compared to one-tenth of
the latter. Furthermore, there was not so much variation in the pattern
of income distribution among aged women in the different residential
areas as was noted among aged men. Aged women in the farm popula-
tion included a larger proportion with low incomes than the other




?1,000- Sl,500- S2,000 Median
Income or Loss 1,499 1,999 and Over Income
(Percentages)
Males
The State 10.9 12.4 49.6 8.8 4.8 13.3 $ 823.00
Rural-Farm 9.8 16.5 55.7 8.7 2.8 6.5 757.00
Urban and
Rural-Nonfarm 11.4 11.1 47.7 8.8 5.5 15.5 849.00
New Orleans 12.8 8.8 34.2 10.9 9.0 24.3 1,027.00
Females
The State }2.0 14.7 45.5 3.2 1.3 3.3 $ 712.00
Rural-Farm 32.0 15.1 49.2 1.7 0.7 1.3 692.00
Urban and
Rural-Nonfarm 32.0 14.6 44.7 3.5 1.5 3.7 717.00
New Orleans 37.7 13.8 37.2 4.5 2.0 4.8 733.00
Source: United States Census, 1950, Louisiana, "Characteristics of the Population," Vol. 11, Part
18, Table 89.
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areas and a smaller proportion with relatively high incomes, but the
difference was not as great as that observed among aged men. In 1950,
32.0 per cent of the aged women on farms had no income: 15.1 per
cent received from $1 to |499 or sustained a loss; 49.2 per cent received
1500 to 1999; 1.7 per cent had incomes of $1,000 to 1 1,499; 0.7 per cent
received $1,500 to ,| 1,999; and 1.3 per cent received more than $2,000.
The data show that aged women have higher proportions with no
income than aged men; that aged men in rural-farm areas have rel-
atively high proportions with low incomes; and that aged men in the
urban and rural-nonfarm populations have comparatively large propor-
tions with the higher incomes. Furthermore, the figvires on income re-
veal that income distribution among aged women does not show the
significant differences between the various residential areas as prevailed
among men.
Trends
In examining trends in the proportion of aged persons in the farm
population, one finds that this group has approximately doubled since
1920. Data on the age composition of the riual-farm population are
not available prior to that year. In 1920, aged persons made up 3.2 per
cent of the total farm population, and a continued increase has been
recorded in their relative numbers at every subsequent census. In 1930,
the aged accounted for 3.4 per cent of the farm population; in 1940,
they constituted 4.7 per cent; and in 1950, they made up 6.3 per cent.
Even though the aged persons in the farm population have about
doubled in the last three decades from a relative standpoint, an actual
decline has been recorded in absolute numbers since 1940. In 1920,
they numbered 25,103 persons; in 1930, 27,691 persons; in 1940, 39,977
persons; and in 1950, only 35,629 persons. The absolute decline, as can
be observed, occurred only in the decade between 1940 and 1950. In the
two preceding decades, small absolute increases occurred. These dif-
ferences between the relative and the absoltite changes of the aged in
the farm population result, of course, from the changing total farm
poptdation which serves as the base for computing proportional repre-
sentation of the aged among farm people. During the 1940-1950 decade
the total farm population of the state declined more rapidly than did
the number of aged persons in it. This resulted in a proportional
increase of the aged notwithstanding the decline in total farm popu-
lation.
Increases in the proportion of the aged in the other residential
areas' of the state have also been recorded since 1920. The aged made
up 3.3 per cent of the rural-nonfarm poptdation in 1920; 3.7 per cent in
1930; 5.0 per cent in 1940; and 6.9 per cent in 1950. In the urban popu-
lation, they constituted 3.5 per cent in 1920; 3.8 per cent in 1930; 5.4
per cent in 1940; and 6.6 per cent in 1950. The changes in the num-
ber of the aged in these residential areas differ from that in the farm
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jKjpuJation in that an absolute as well as a relative nicrease occurred in
each ol them. The aged in the rural-nonfarm population numbered
12.734 persons in 1920; 16,258 persons in 1930; 26,485 persons in 1940;
and 51,673 persons in 1950. Similar figures for the aged in the urban
populati(m are 21,986, 31,901, 52,541, and 89,502 persons respectively.
Data are available on the age composition of the state's total popu-
lation prior to 1920. They show that in 1880 aged persons numbered
only 24,894 and made up 2.6 per cent of the population. Since that
year, a continuous increase has taken place both in the absolute and rel-
ative nimiber of the aged in the state. From a relative standpoint, this
increase is reflected in the following percentages which the aged com-
prised of the population in the years indicated: 2.9 per cent in 1890; 2.9
per cent in 1900; 3.0 per cent in 1910; 3.3 per cent in 1920; 3.6 per cent
in 1930; 5.0 per cent in 1940; and 6.6 per cent in 1950. From an abso-
lute standpoint, the trend in the aged shows that they numbered 22,369
persons in 1890; 40,223 persons in 1900; 49,733 persons in 1910; 59,443
persons in 1920; 75,850 persons m 1930; 119,003 persons in 1940; and
176,849 persons in 1950. These data clearly show that there has been
a longtime trend toward an increasing relative and absolute number of
aged persons in the population of Louisiana. Assuming that the fac-
tors responsible for this change are not radically altered and observing
the pattern of aging in other areas of the nation, one can safely pre-
dict that the aged will continue to increase from both relative and
numerical standpoints in the state's population for the next several
decades.
AGED FARM OPERATORS
A farm operator is defined as a "person who operates a farm either
performing the labor himself or directly supervising it.'" Therefore,
the farm operator is the vital productive element in the rural society.
For each farm the United States Census of Agriculture lists only one
operator so that the number of farm operators corresponds to the num-
ber ol farming establishments. The socio-economic characteristics of
farm operators are valuable indexes of the nature of agriculture and
rural life within a particular area. Age is an important characteristic
because society tends to prescribe different roles for persons in the
various broad age groups. Aged persons are considered to be in a stage
of life when reduced activity and retirement are proper s.teps to be
taken. It follows that the proportion of the farm operators of the state
classified as aged assumes crucial significance.
This phase of the study centers upon the aged farm operators of
the state in 1950. Attention is directed specifically at their number
and distribution, their tenure status, their economic status, and the
size and type of their farming operation. This approach, it is be-
" United States Census of Agriculture, 1950, Louisiniia, "Farms, Farm Character-
istics, Li\estock and Products, Crops. Fruits, Values," Vol. I, Part 24, p. xii.
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lieved, will contribute to our knowledge and understanding ot aged
farm operators in the state. Their problems and their needs as well as
their relative contribution to the state's agricultural economy should be
more apparent from the results of this analysis.
Number and Distribution
In Louisiana in 1950 there were 124,022 farm operators of which
15,277 were known to be 65 years ot age and over. No data were avail-
able on the ages of 9,331 farm operators and they are excluded from the
following analysis. Farmers who were 65 years of age and over made up
13.3 per cent of all farm operators whose ages were reported. Aged
farmers, however, are not uniformly distributed throughout the state.
In some areas, they constitute significantly larger proportions of the
total number of farm operators than in other areas. Figure 6 shows the
relative importance of aged farm operators by State economic areas.*
These groupings of parishes are as follows:
I. State economic area 1 (A) :
Metropolitan area A (1) :
II. State economic area 2:
III. State economic area 3:
IV, State economic area 4:
V. State economic area 5 (B) :
Bossier, Natchitoches, Rapides, Red
River.
Caddo.
Catahoula, Concordia, East Carroll,
Franklin, Madison, Morehouse,
Ouachita, Richland, Tensas, West
Carroll.
Avoyelles, Evangeline, Lafayette,
Pointe Coupee, St. Landry.
Bienville, Caldwell, Claiborne,
Grant, Jackson, La Salle, Lincoln,
Union, Webster, Winn.
East Baton Rouge, East Feliciana,
L i vi n g s t o n, Plaquemines, St.
Charles, St. Helena, St. Tammany,
Tangipahoa, Washington, West Fe-
liciana.
* This analysis is presented in terms of State economic areas as formulated by
the United States Census. "State economic areas represent groupings of counties within
a State. The counties comprising a State economic area have similar agricultural,
demographic, climatic, physiographic, and cultural characteristics . . . For the purpose
of presenting agricultural statistics, most metropolitan areas have been combined with
adjacent economic area when the number of farms and agricultural production of the
metropolitan area are of small significance . . . Outside the metropolitan areas, the
State economic areas in general are the same as State type-of-farming areas . . . Since
counties comprising each State economic area have similar characteristics, data for a
State economic area may be used for describing, with reasonable accuracy, the char-
acteristics of the agriculture in each county making up the area." (United States
Census of Agriculture, ig.'iO, Louisiana, "Farms, Farm Characteristics, Livestock and
Products, Crops. Fruits, Values," Vol. I. Part 24, p. xi.)
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Metropolitan area B (5) :
VI. State economic area 6:
VII. State economic area 7:
VIII. State economic area 8:
Jefferson, Orleans, St. Bernard.
Ascension, Assumption, Iberia, Iber-
ville, Lafourche, St. James, St. John
the Baptist, St. Martin, St. Mary,
Terrebonne, West Baton Rouge.
Acadia, Allen, Calcasieu, Cameron,
Jefferson Davis, Vermilion.
Beauregard, De Soto, Sabine, Ver-
non.
H 0
Figure 6.-Aged Farm Operators, by State Economic Areas, Louisiana, 1950.
(Source: United States Census of Agriculture, 1950, Louisiana. "Farms, Farm Charac-
teristics, Livestock and Products, Crops, Fruits, Values," Vol. L Part 24.)
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Data for 1950 reveal that in State economic areas 4 and 8 exceeding-
ly large proportions of farmers were in the aged category. In State eco-
nomic area 4, aged farmers made up 19.6 per cent of the total number
of farm operators. The corresponding figure for State economic area 8
is 19.0 per cent. On the other hand, aged farm operators were of much
less relative significance in State economic areas 2 and 3. In the former,
they made up 9.9 per cent of the farmers, and in the latter they consti-
tuted only 9.0 per cent; in area 5 and B, they constituted 13.4 per cent;
in area 6, they accounted for 12.8 per cent; and in area 7, they made up
11.7 per cent. In terms of absolute numbers, aged farm operators were
represented in the different economic areas as follows: Area 1 and A,
2,004; Area 2, 2,155; Area 3, 1,775; Area 4, 2,967; Area 5 and B, 2,541;
Area 6, 1,065; Area 7, 1,287; and Area 8, 1,483.
Another indicator of the importance of aged farm operators is the
average age of all farm operators. In 1950, the average farm operator
in Louisiana was 46.8 years of age. The highest average age of farm
operators was recorded in State economic area 4, in which farmers aver-
aged 50.4 years of age. On the other hand, the lowest average age of farm
operators (43.9 years) was found in State economic area 3. In the other
areas, the average age of farm operators was as follows: State economic
area 1 and A, 47.9 years; State economic area 2, 44.5 years; State economic
area 5 and B, 47.6 years; State economic area 6, 47.7 years; State eco-
nomic area 7, 46.0 years; and State economic area 8, 49.7 years.
These data indicate that aged persons do comprise a substantial
share of the farm operators of the state, and they show further that
farmers in advanced years of life are relatively more important in certain
areas of the state as compared to others.
Racial Characteristics
Of the 15,277 farm operators in the state in 1950 reporting their
ages as 65 years and over, about two-thirds (66.6 per cent) were white
and one-third (33.4 per cent) were nonwhite. Specifically, there were
10,172 white persons operating farms who reported their ages as 65
years and over. The corresponding figure for nonwhite farm operators
was 5,105 persons.
The most significant fact revealed from the data on racial charac-
teristics of farm operators is that elderly persons are of about equal
relative importance among both white and nonwhite farmers. Table
XII shows the ages of farm operators of Louisiana in 1950 by race. The
aged accounted for 13.2 per cent of the white farm operators and for
13.6 per cent of their nonwhite counterparts. These figures mean that
aged individuals are found in about equal proportion among white and
nonwhite farm operators.
A ftirther study of Table XII discloses that among nonwhite farm
operators young people under 25 years of age were almost twice as im-
portant as among white farm operators in 1950. This seems to be one
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TABLE XII.-Age of Farm Operators, Louisiana, 1950, by Race
Age Total White Nonwhite
(in years)
'^o- Percent No. Per Cent No. Per Cent
TOTAL 114,691* 100.0 77,314
Under 25 (jouo
100.0 37,377 100.0
5.2 3,281 4.2 2,725 7.3
f-f
^^JrZ 16.4 12,644 16.4 6,128 16.4
ll'f,
28,959 25.3 20.151 26.1 8,808 23 6
45-5^
• 25,959 22.6 17,433 22-5 8,526 22.8
'9-7 18 1V.2 13,633 17.6 6,085 16.3
'^"'^ 15-277 13.3 10.172 13.2 5,105 13.6
Source: United States Census o£ Agriculture, 1950. Louisiana, -Farms, Farm Characteristics, Live-
stock and Products, Crops, Fruits, Values," Vol. I, Part 24 Table 15
*9,331 farm operators did not give their ages in 1950 and are not 'included in this table.
of the important differences between the age structures of white and
nonwhite farm operators in the state. The nonwhites also had a slight-
ly smaller proportion of farm operators in the middle years of life, from
35 to 64 years of age. These data suggest that nonwhite farm 'youth
tend to remani in agriculture to a greater degree than their white
counterparts.
Tenure Status
Aged farm operators in the state in 1950 were predominantly full
owners of the farms which they operate.' Almost two-thirds (64.0 per
cent) of them were in this category. Another 7.0 per cent of the aged
farm operators were classified as part owners. Tiius, the owner cate-
gory includes almost three-fourths of all aged farm operators. Only 0.9
per cent of the aged farm operators were classified as managers, and 28.1
per cent of them were tenants. The data show, however, that much
variation exists among the different State economic areas in the tenure
status of aged farm operators. In areas 5 and B, and 8, more than 80
per cent of the aged farm operators were classified as full owners. (See
Table XIIL) Also in State economic areas 3, 4, and 7, the proportions
of the aged farmers classified as full owners exceeded 70 per cent.
Aged farm operators were classified as part owners in significant
proportions only in State economic areas 6 and 7. In these areas, 17.1
per cent and 13.6 per cent respectively of the aged farm operators had
tenure as part owners. This tenure status was least important among
aged farm operators in State economic areas 5 and B, in which it ac-
counted for only 2.3 per cent of all aged farmers.
, 1 > u
Census, farm operators are classified according to the tenure under
vhich they hold their land on the basis of replies to the inquiries on total land owned,
total and rented from others, and total land managed for others . . . Full outers own
,1 own land and rent land fromothers. Managers operate farms for others and are paid a wage salary for their
sei vices
. . Termyits rent from others or work on shares for others all the land thev
°,r^Tn4f
S.^^ite^^ Census of Agriculture, 1950, Age. Residence. Years on Farm.H ork Off Farm, Vol. II, Ch. 2, p. xxx.
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TABLE XIll.—Aged Farm Operators,* by Tenure Status, Louisiana and State Economic
Areas, 1950
Tenure Status






Area 1 and A 47.4 9.3 0.3 43.U
Area 2 41.2 4.4 1.3
53.1
Area 3 70.7 5.4 0.3
23.6
Area 4 79.4 6.5
14.1
Area 5 and B 81.7 2.3 1.0 15.0
Area 6 fiU.y 17.1 6.2
15.8
Area 7 74.9 13.6 0.2
11.3
Area 8 80.3 4.9 0.3
14.5
Source: United States Census of Agriculture, 1950, Louisiana, "Farms, Farm Characteristics, Live-
stock and Products, Crops, Fruits, Values," Vol. I, Part 24, Economic Area Table 6.
*65 years of age and over.
In general, the status of manager was not found to any significant
extent among aged farm operators except in State economic area 6, in
which it made up 6.2 per cent of the aged farmers. Besides this area,
only in State economic areas 2, and 5 and B, did the aged farmers classi-
fied as managers amount to as much as I.O per cent. None of the aged
farm operators in State economic area 4 was classified as a manager in
1950.
The data in Table XIII show that in State economic area 2 more
than one-half of the aged farm operators were classified as tenants. Be-
sides this area, relatively large numbers of the aged farm operators were
listed as tenants in State economic areas 1 and A, and 3, the percentages
being 43.0 and 23.6 respectively. Tenancy among aged farm operators
was least important in State economic areas 4 and 8, in which less than
15.0 per cent of them were so classified.
An examination of the tenure status of aged farm operators by race
reveals some very significant differences. Unfortunately, the data on
this subject are relatively meager. Out of a total number of 10,172
farms operated by aged white persons, information as to tenure status of
3,073 of them was" collected by the Census of Agriculture in 1950.
These data show that 81.7 per cent of the aged white farm operators
were classified as full owners; 8.5 per cent were part owners; 1.5 per
cent were managers; and 8.3 per cent were tenants. Aged nonwhite
farm operators numbered 5,105 in 1950, of which data on tenure status
are available for only 1,869. A much lower proportion of the aged
nonwhite farm operators were classified as full owners than among
their white counterparts (34.8 per cent compared to 81.7 per cent re-
spectivelv) . Similarly, a much larger proportion of the aeed nonwhite
farm operators were classified as tenants than among aged white farm
operators, the proportions being 60.7 and 8.3 per cent respectively. Part
owners accounted for 8.5 per cent of the aged white farm operators and
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4.4 per cent of tfie aged nonwhite farmers. Aged white and nonwfiite
farm operators were classified as managers only in insignificant propor-
tions (1.5 per cent and 0.1 per cent respectively)
.
The relative importance of aged farmers among all farm operators
of the state, by tenure status, is portrayed in Figure 7. This chart shows
that more than one out of ten of the state's farm operators (13.3 per
cent) was 65 years of age and over in 1950. Furthermore, it indicates
that aged farm operators are relatively most important among full
owners and managers and least important among part owners and ten-
ants. Of the full owners in the state in 1950, 13.8 per cent were 65
years of age and older. The corresponding figure for managers was
10.5 per cent. On the other hand, only 4.2 per cent of the part owners
and only 4.1 per cent of the tenants were aged.
Considerable variations are noted in the significance of aged farm
operators in the different State economic areas by tenure. (See Table
XIV.) Among full owners, aged farm operators were of greatest relative
importance in State economic areas 4 and 7. In these areas they con-
stituted 19.9 per cent and 18.3 per cent respectively of all full owners.
Also in State economic areas 6 and 8, they made up more than 16.0 per
cent of all full owners. Aged farm operators were of least importance
RELATIVE IMPORTANCE OF AGED FARM OPERATORS.*
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Figure 7.-Relative Importance of Aged Farm Operators, by Tenure Class
Louisiana, 1950. (Source: United States Census of Agriculture, 1950. Louisiana, "Farms,
Farm Characteristics, Livestock and Products, Crops, Fruits, Values," Vol. I, Part 24,
Economic Aiea Table 6.)
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in State economic area 5 and B, in which they accounted for only 10.5
per cent of the full owners. The aged were also relatively less numer-
ous among full owners in State economic areas 2 and 3.
In three of the State economic areas—numbers 1 and A, 4, and 8—
aged farm operators accounted for more than 6.0 per cent of all part
owners. The aged were of greatest relative importance in this tenure
class in State economic area 1 and A, in which they made up 7.4 per
cent of the part owners. They were of least importance in State eco-
nomic area 5 and B, accounting for only 2.0 per cent of the part own-
ers. State economic area 3 also recorded a small proportion of aged
farm operators among part owners (2.5 per cent).
Relatively small proportions of tenant operators are comprised of
aged persons. Only in State economic areas 1 and A, 2, and 5 and B
did aged farm operators classified as tenants exceed 5.0 per cent of the
total number of tenants. In these areas, the percentages were 5.8, 5.8,
and 5.6 respectively. In the other State economic areas, the aged among
farm tenants were of even less importance. In State economic area 3,
they made up only 1.9 per cent of all tenants, and in State economic
areas 6 and 7, they accoinited for 2.5 and 2.0 percent respectively.
The number of farms in Louisiana operated by managers in 1950
was comparatively small, and the importance of aged farm managers
varied considerably from one State economic area to another. Only
State economic area 6 had more than 100 farms operated by managers
(147 farms) and 13.6 per cent of them were in the hands of persons 65
years of age and over. Of the 93 farm managers in State economic
area 2, approximately 16 per cent were aged—the highest proportion in
any of the areas. In the other State economic areas, the number of
TABLE XIV.—The Relative Importance of Aged Farm Operators,* by Tenure Class,
Louisiana and State Economic Areas, 1950











The State 133 13.8 4.2 (449) 10.5 4.1
Area I and A 15.0 14.3 7.4 (53) 3.8 5.8
Area 2 9.9 11.2 3.7 (93) 16.2 5.8
Area 3 9.0 11.9 2.5 (36) 5.6 1.9
Area 4 19.6 19.9 6.1 (11) 4.3
Area 5 and B 14.4 10.5 2.0 (68) 8.8 5.6
Area 6 12.8 16.7 4.5 (147) 13.6 2.5
Area 7 11.7 18.3 4.3 (37) 2.7 2.0
Area 8 19.0 16.9 6.0 (4) 3.8
Source: United States Census of Agriculture, 1950, Louisiana, "Farms, Farm Characteristics, Live-
stock and Products, Crops, Fruits, Values," Vol. I, Part 24, Economic Area Table 6.
*65 years of age and over.
**In some of the economic areas, there are fewer than 100 managers. The figure in paren-
theses shows the actual number of managers in each State economic area.
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farms operated by managers ranged from 0 to 68 and the pioportion of
aged managers ranged from 0 to 8.8 per cent.
Type of Farming Operation
A study of the type of farming being carried on by aged farm op-
erators in Louisiana in 1950 reveals that more than half of them (51.6
per cent) were operating cotton farms. Table XV presents the type of
farms operated by aged farm operators in 1950 by State economic areas.
This table shows that the second most common type of farm operated
by aged farm operators is that devoted to the production of livestock
other than poultry. More than one-fifth (22.8 per cent) of them had this
type of farm in 1950. Thus, about three-fourths of the aged farm op-
erators of the state were established on cotton farms and farms produc-
ing livestock other than poultry. Of the other types of farms, none
made up as much as 10 per cent of the total number of farms operated
by aged farmers. Cash grain farms were operated by 6.4 per cent of the
aged farm operators to rank as the third most important type. Farms
producing other field crops were fourth in importance.
The two types of farms, cotton and livestock other than poultry,
were most important among aged farm operators in State economic
areas 1 and A, 2, 3, 4, and 8. In State economic area 2, 84.5 per cent
of the farms operated by aged persons were devoted to cotton growing.
In State economic area 1 and A, the corresponding figure was 71.9
per cent. Approximately one-fourth of the aged farm operators were
on farms producing livestock other than poultry in State economic areas
3, 4, 5 and B, 7, and 8. This type of farm was found in largest pro-
portion among aged farm operators in State economic area 3 (32.1 per
cent). In State economic area 8, the proportion was 30.6 per cent.
The aged farm operators in only three of the State economic areas
deviated significantly from the pattern of cotton or livestock other than
poultry farming as described above. In State economic area 6, more
than one-half (54.9 per cent) of the aged farm operators had farms pro-
ducing other field crops. This State economic area also had a com-
paratively high proportion (11.4 per cent) of the aged farm operators
in general farming. In State economic area 7, almost one-half (49.2
per cent) of the aged farm operators were on farms producing cash
grain crops. A much greater diversity of types of farms among aged
farm operators characterized State economic area 5 and B. About
one-fourth of them (24.8 per cent) had cotton farms, approximately
one-fourth (24.6 per cent) had livestock other than poultry farms, al-
most one-fifth (18.7 per cent) had farms producing fruits and nuts,
slightly more than one-tenth (11.9 per cent) had dairy farms, and a
significant proportion (7.1 per cent) had poultry farms.
These data show that the great majority of aged farm operators in





















































































































































livestock other than poultry. These two types of farms made up ap-
proximately three-fourths of all farms operated by aged persons. Other
types of farms which were found in significant proportions among aged
farm operators were cash grain farms in State economic area 7; farms pro-
ducing other field crops and general farms in State economic area 6; and
fruit and nut farms and dairy farms in State economic area 5 and B.
If the types of farms being operated by aged farmers are studied
according to their relative importance among the total number of
farms of each type in Louisiana in 1950, some interesting observations
are revealed. For instance, although almost three-fourths of the aged
farmers themselves were operating cotton or livestock farms, they were
relatively most important among the poultry farmers of the state.
Figure 8 shows that almost one-fourth (22.7 per cent) of the poultry
farms of Louisiana were operated by persons 65 years of age and over
in 1950. Aged farm operators were relatively significant among op-
erators of general, primarily livestock, farms. They accounted for 20.1
per cent of all operators of farms of this type. Among farms producing
livestock other than dairy and poultry, aged persons made up 19.0 pei
cent of all farmers with this type of farm. Among farms classified as
miscellaneous and unclassified, the aged individuals accounted for 20.9
RELATIVE IMPORTANCE OF AGED FARM OPERATORS/
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Figure 8.—Relative Importance of Aged Farm Operators, by Type of Farm, Lou-
isiana, 1950. (Source: LInited States Census of Agriculture, 1950, Louisiana, "Farms,
Farm Characteristics, Livestock and Products, Crops, Fruits, Values," Vol. L Part
21, Economic Area Table 7.)
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per cent ot the farmers with this type ot farm. No other type of farm
registered nearly as high a proportion of aged operators as the ones
cited above.
Aged persons were relatively least important among operators of
general, primarily crop, farms; farms producing "other field crops";
vegetable farms; dairy farms; and fruit and nut farms. In each of these
types of farms, aged operators accounted for less than 6.0 per cent of
the farmers in each type. It is of interest to note, also, that aged farm
operators accounted for only 6.3 per cent of all cotton farmers, even
though approximately one-half of them had this type of farming op-
eration in 1950.
fn examining the relative importance of aged farm operators
among the different types of farms in the State in 1950 by State econom-
ic areas, some unusual patterns are revealed. (See Table XVI.) In
some State economic areas, aged farm operators constituted more than
half of the farmers with certain types of farming operations. In State
economic area 5 and B, aged farm operators made up half of the per-
sons with cash grain farms. However, there were only ten farms of
this type in this area. In State economic area 2, there were eleven
farms classified as general, primarily livestock, and six of them were
in the hands of aged operators. In State economic area 3, ten such
fanus existed in 1950 and half of them were in the hands of aged farm
operators. State economic area 8 recorded five farms classified as gen-
eral, primarily livestock, and all of them were operated by persons 65
years of age and over. Because of the small number of farms involved
in the above cases, the significance of the high proportion of aged farm
operators is reduced insofar as the total laosition of aged farmers is
concerned.
A study of the significance of the aged farm operators among the
various types of farms, by State economic areas, generally shows, outside
of the exceptions noted above, that a pattern very similar to that de-
scribed for the State as a whole prevails in the different areas. Aged
operators are relatively most numerous among poultry farmers, persons
with farms classified as general, primarily livestock, and livestock other
than dairy and poultry farmers. A high proportion of the farms listed
as miscellaneous and unclassified is also in the hands of aged persons.
Size of Farming Operation
Aged farm operators in Louisiana in 1950 had, for the most part,
farms of less than 70 acres. Actually, 68.1 per cent of them were operat-
ing farms in this size class, and 31.9 per cent had farms of 70 acres and
over. The data presented in Table XVII show that 15.3 per cent of the
aged farmers had farms under 10 acres in size, 27.9 per cent had farms
of 10 to 29 acres, 16.9 per cent were operating farms of 30 to 49 acres,
and 8.0 per cent of them had farms of 50 to 69 acres. These figures show
























































































































































































































enterprises ot less than 30 acres. More than two-thirds o£ them, there-
lore, had small farms of under 70 acres, and almost half of them of less
than 30 acres.
There is considerable variation in the size of farms operated by
aged persons in the different economic areas. (See Tablf XVII.) In
State economic area 4, more than half of them (53.0 per cent) had farms
of 70 acres and over in 1950. Also in State economic a'reas 7 and 8,
36.4 per cent and 3(3.7 per cent respectively of the aged farm operators
had farms of this size. On the other hand, only 17.5 per cent of the
aged farm operators in State economic area 3 had farms of 70 acres
and over in 1950. Other State economic areas in which small propor-
tions of the aged farm operators had farming enterprises of 70 acres and
over were areas 2, and 5 and B. In the former, 21.1 per cent had such
farms, and in the latter 24.0 per cent were on farms of 70 acres and over.
At the other extreme, in State economic areas 3 and 6, more than
one-fifth of the aged farm operators had farmsteads of less than ten
acres. The proportions in 1950 were 22.0 and 22.5 per cent respectively.
In two of the State economic areas, 4 and 8, relatively small numbers
of the aged farmers had such small farms. In State economic area 4,
only 8.4 per cent of them had farms under 10 acres in size, and in State
economic area 8, only 7.7 per cent of the farms operated by aged persons
M'ere in that category.
Aged farm operators were of least relative importance in 1950
among individuals with farms of 10 to 29 acres, 30 to 49 acres, and 50 to
69 acres. Among persons with farms of 10 to 29 acres, aged operators
made up 10.9 per cent. (See Figure 9.) Similarly, they accounted for
10.6 per cent of those persons with farms of 30 to 49 acres, and 13.2 per
cent of those with places of 50 to 69 acres. It is of interest to note
that 16.7 per cent of the very large estates (1,000 acres and over) were





Size of Farm (in Acres)
Under 10 10-29 30-49 50-69 70 and over
(Percentages)
The State 15.3 27.9 16.9 8.0 n.9
Area 1 and A 16.5 30.4 15.5 7.8 29.8
Area 2 16.0 42.9 14.2 5.8
21.1
Area 3 22.0 36.3 16.9 7.3 17.5
Area 4 8.4 13.0 15.8 9.8
53.0
Area 5 and B 17.5 30.8 17.1 8.1 26.5
Area 6 22.5 28.6 19.3 5.6
24.0
Area 7 17.1 23.1 15.9 7.5
36.4
Area 8 7.7 20.9 24.3 10.4 36.7
Source: United States Census of Agriculture, 1950, Louisiana, "Farms, Farm Characteristics, Live-
stock and Products, Crops, Fruits, Values," Vol. I, Part 24, Economic Area Table 5.
*65 years of age and over.
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Figure 9.—Relative Importance of Aged Farm Operators, by Size of Farm, Lou-
isiana, 1950. (Source: United States Census of Agriculture, 1950, Louisiana, "Farms,
Farm Characteristics, Livestock and Products, Crops, Fruits, Values," Vol. I, Part 24,
Economic Area Table 5.)
in the hands of aged farm operators. Also, an ahnost equal proportion
(16.8 per cent) of the very small farms (under 10 acres) was operated by
aged peisons.
In general, the data indicate that the proportionate importance of
aged farm operators does vary considerably among the different sized
farm enterprises. By and large, the prevailing pattern seems to be for
aged farmers to be disproportionately concentrated among the operators
of very small farms (under 10 acres) and of larger farms (70 acres and
over). On the other hand, they are underrepresented among the op-
erators of the intermediate sized units of from 10 to 70 acres. Thus, in
this connection, they tend to be either small operators or operators of
the somewhat larger farms.
A study of the relative importance of aged farm operators accord-
ing to size of farms by State economic areas shows that aged persons
did not dominate any of the various classes of farms in any single area.
(See Table XVIII.) In State economic area 4, aged farm operators
made up one-third (.S2.2 per cent) of the persons with agricultural en-
terprises of 220 to 259 acres in size and more than one-third of the































































































































































State economic area 3, aged farm operators accounted for 33.3 per cent
of the persons with farms of 140 to 179 acres in size. These were the
most significant representations of the aged among farm operators in
the various classes of farms in any of the State economic areas. In no
other cases did the relative importance of aged farm operators exceed
30.0 per cent. However, in State economic area 1 and A, they com-
prised about one-fourth of the farmers with agricultural enterprises of
70 to 99 acres and 500 to 999 acres. Also in State economic area 2,
they made up almost one-fourth of the operators of farms of 500 to 999
acres. Aged farmers constituted approximately one-fourth of the indi-
viduals in State economic area 4 with farms of 70 to 99 acres, 100 to
139 acres, 140 to 179 acres, 180 to 219 acres, 260 to 499 acres, and 1,000
acres and over. In State economic area 8, aged farm operators com-
posed one-fourth of the persons with farms of 100 to 139 acres and 220
to 259 acres. In no other State economic areas did they account for
such proportions in any class of farm.
Aged farm operators were relatively unimportant among persons with
farms of 30 to 49 acres, 50 to 69 acres, 70 to 99 acres, 100 to 139 acres,
and 180 to 219 acres in State economic area 2. In none of these
classes did aged farmers account for as many as one-tenth of the farm
operators. In fact, in the 180 to 219 acre class of farm, they made up
only 2.1 per cent. Aged persons were also of little significance (less than
10.0 per cent) among persons with farms of 30 to 49 acres, 50 to 69 acres,
and 260 to 499 acres in State economic area 3. Such a low representation
of the aged among farm operators was found also in State economic area
6 among persons with farms of 50 to 69 acres, 100 to 139 acres, and 140 to
179 acres. A similar situation obtained among farmers with agricultural
enterprises of 100 to 139 acres, 180 to 219 acres, and 260 to 499 acres in
State economic area 7.
These data indicate that aged farm operators were relatively of
most importance among persons with farms above 20 acres in size in
State economic area 4, and were of least relative importance among per-
sons with farms of 10 to 140 acres in State economic area 2. Generally,
the aged farm operators were of lesser importance among all classes of
farms in State economic areas 3, 6, and 7. In no case did they consti-
tute more than one-third of the total number of farmers in a single
class of farms.
Economic Status of the Farming Operation
The Census of Agriculture of 1950 classified farms into three
types: (I) commercial farms, (2) part-time farms, and (3) residential
farms. Of the 15,277 farms in the state in 1950 operated by persons 65
years of age and over, 32.3 per cent were classified as commercial farms,
18.0 per cent were part-time farms, and 49.7 per cent were residential
farms. Therefore, almost one-half of the farms operated by aged per-
sons were classified as residential farms. Only one-third of the aged
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TABLE XIX.—Aged Farm Operators,* by Economic Class of Farm, Louisiana and State
Economic Areas, 1950
State Total Number ot Commercial Farms Part-Time Farms Residential Farms
Economic Farms
No. Per Cent No. Per Cent No. Per Cent No. Per Cent
The State 15,277 100.0 4,942 32.3 2,746 18.0 7,589 49.7
Area I and A 2,004 100.0 593 29.6 345 17.2 1,066 53.2
Area 2 2,155 100.0 1,171 54.3 347 16.1 637 29.6
Area 3 1,775 100.0 699 39.4 280 15.8 796 44.8
Area 4 2,967 100.0 710 23.9 625 21.1 1,632 55.0
Area 5 and B 2,541 100.0 607 23.9 547 21.5 1,387 54.6
Area 6 1,065 100.0 322 30.2 91 8.6 652 61.2
Area 7 1,287 100.0 494 38.4 221 17.2 572 44.4
Area 8 1,483 100.0 346 23.3 290 19.6 847 57.1
Source: United States Census of Agriculture, 1950, Louisiana, "Farms, Farm Characteristics, Live-
stock and Products, Crops, Fruits, Values," Vol. I, Part 24, Economic Area Table 8.
*65 years of age and over.
farm operators had farms classified as commercial, and less than one-
fifth of them had part-time farms. According to the definition of a
residential farm, about half of the aged farm operators were conducting
agricultural enterprises of which the total value of sales of farm products
was less than $250.'' These jaeople, therefore, must be dependent upon
some other source of income for their livelihood. It may be assumed
that these aged farm operators with residential farms are either persons
who have reduced the scale of their farming activities due to advanced
age or who have retired to a farm from the city or rural-nonfarm areas.
In the latter case, it is likely that farming was never the major occu-
pation of the persons involved.
In studying the economic class of farm operated by aged per-
sons, by State economic areas, considerable variation becomes evident.
Table XIX shows that 61.2 per cent of the aged farm operators in State
economic area 6 had residential farms as compared to only 29.6 per cent
in State economic area 2. Also, over half of the aged farm operators were
on residential farms in State economic areas 1 and A, 4, 5 and B, and 8.
No other State economic area recorded such a small percentage with resi-
dential farms as found in Area 2.
" "In general, all farms with a value of sale of products amoiniting to .If 1.200.00
or more were classified as commercial. Farms with a value of sales of ,1250.00 to
$1,199.00 were classified as commercial only if the farm operator worked off the farm
less than 100 days and the income of the farm operator and members of his family
received froin nonfarm sources was less than the total value of all farm products sold."
"Farms with a value of sale of products of $250.00 to ,|1,199.00 were classified as part-
time provided the farm operator reported (a) 100 or more days of work oft the
farm in 1940, or (b) the nonfarm income received by him and members of his
family was greater than the value of farm products sold." "Residential farms in-
clude all farms except abnormal farins with a total value of sales of farm products
of less than $250.00." "Abnormal farms include public and private institutional
farms, comiriunity enterprises, experiment station farms, grazing associations, etc."
United States Census of Agriculture, 1950, Age, Residence, Years on Farm, Work
Off Farm, Vol. II, Chapter II, p. xxxi.
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Commercial farms were found to be most prevalent among agea
farm operators in State economic area 2, in which 54.3 per cent of the
farms operated by persons 65 years of age and over were so classified.
No other State economic area had such a high proportion of commercial
farms among its aged farm operators. Commercial farms were found to
be least numerous among aged farm operators in State economic area 8.
In this locality, only 23.3 per cent of the aged farm operators had com-
mercial farms. Other State economic areas having low proportions of
commercial farms among their aged farm operators were areas 4, and
5 and B. In both of these areas, less than one-fourth of the aged farm-
ers operated commercial farms.
Part-time farming was most significant among aged farm op-
erators in State economic area 4, and 5 and B. Slightly more than one-
fifth of the aged farm operators in these areas had part-time farms.
Part-time farming among aged farm operators was least important in
State economic area 6, in which only 8.6 per cent of them had such
agricultural enterprises.
In 1950, the Census of Agriculture also collected data relative to
the economic status of commercial farms. Commercial farms were
classified into six groups on the basis of the total value of products sold,
as follows:
Class of Farm Value of farm products sold
I $25,000 or more
II $10,000 to $24,999
III $ 5,000 to $ 9,999
IV $ 2,500 to $ 4,999
V $ 1,200 to $ 2,499
VI $ 250 to I 1,199
A study of the economic status of commercial farms operated by aged
persons in 1950 shows that the bulk of them had low income agricultural
enterprises. The data reveal that 47.5 per cent of them were operating
Class VI commercial farms. This type of farm had an income between
$250 and $1,199. Furthermore 30.2 per cent of the aged farm op-
erators had Class V commercial farms. Therefore, over three-fourths
of the aged farm operators in the state in 1950 had farms which were
returning to them each year an income of less than $2,500.
The proportion of aged farmers with high-income producing
farms was relatively small. In 1950, only 1.9 per cent of the aged
farm operators had farms (Class I) with incomes of $25,000 or more.
Another 3.6 per cent of them had farms in Class II, which had in-
comes between $10,000 and $24,999. These data clearly show that
relatively few farm operators reach their declining years of life in
possession of agricultiual enterprises which are producing high in-
comes. Most of them are in possession of low-income farms.
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An examination ol; the economic status of farms operated by aged
persons, by State economic areas, sliows tliat more than half of them had
Class VI farms in areas 3, 4, and 5 and B. The figures are 52.2, 55.4,
and 55.5 per cent respectively. (See Table XX.) On the other hand,
only 29.6 per cent of the aged farm operators in State econonric area 7
had Class VI farms. State economic area 6 also had a relatively small
proportion (36.0 per cent) of its aged farm operators with Class VI
farms. Class V commercial farms were found in greatest relative num-
ber among aged farm operators in State economic area 2. In this area,
36.9 per cent of the aged farm operators had Class V farms. The small-
est representation of Class V commercial farms among aged farm op-
erators was found in State economic area 6 (19.3 per cent).
High income producing farms were found in greatest relative num-
bers among aged farm operators in State economic areas 6 and 7. In
the former, 8.7 per cent of the aged farmers were operating Class I
commercial farms in 1950, and 11.8 per cent of them had Class II
farms. Therefore, approximately one-fifth of the aged farmers in
State economic area 6 had agricukural enterprises with annual in-
comes of $10,000 and over. In State economic area 7, 5.4 per cent of
the aged farm operators had Class I commercial farms and 11.5 per
cent of them had Class II farms. In this area, about one-sixth of the
aged farm operators had high income producing farms with returns of
$10,000 and over per year. No other State economic area had such a
large proportion of its aged farm operators in possession of high in-
come producing farms.
In State economic areas 2, 3, 4, and 8, very small proportions of
the aged farm operators had high income producing farms. In none
of these areas did as many as 3 per cent of the aged farm operators have
Class I and Class II commercial farms. In State economic area 4, for
TABLE XX.-Aged Farm Operators,* by Economic Class of Commercial Farm, Louisi-





Class I Class II Class III Class IV Class V Class VI
( Percentages)
The Sta'e 1.9 5.6 i.6 11.2 30.2 47.5
Area 1 and A 1.9 3.9 6.9 12.6 33.7 41.0
Area 2 0.3 1.7 3.2 9.4 36.9 48.5
Area 3 1.2 1.3 4.7 5.3 35.3 52.2
Area 4 0.1 1.5 5.1 15.2 22.7 55.4
Area 5 and B 2.1 2.0 6.9 10.4 23.1 55.5
Area 6 8.7 11.8 8.1 16.1 19.3 36.0
Area 7 5.4 11.5 6.9 17.0 29.6 29.6
Area 8 0.3 2.6 7.8 6.7 30.3 52.3
Source: United States Census
stock and Products,
; of .'\griculture, 1950, Louisiana, "Farms, Farm Characteristics, Live-
Crops, Fruits, Values," Vol. 1, Part 24, Economic Area Table 8.
*65 years of age and over.
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i
RELATIVE IMPORTANCE OF AGED FARM OPERATORS,'












» 65 YEARS OF AGE AND OVER
10 15
PER GENT AGED
Figure 10.—Relative Importance of Aged Farm Operators, by Economic Class,
Louisiana, 1950. (Source: United States Census of Agriculture, 1950, Louisiana.
"Farms, Farm Characteristics, Livestock and Products, Crops, Fruits, Values," Vol. I,
Part 24, Economic Area Table 8.)
example, only 1.6 per cent of the aged farm operators had agricultural
enterprises producing $10,000 or more income per year.
An examination of the relative importance of aged farm operators
within the various economic classes of farms shows that they are by far
of greatest significance among persons with residential farms. Figure 10
shows that almost one-fourth (23.7 per cent) of the individuals with
residential farms in the state in 1950 were 65 years of age and over.
Aged farm operators were of considerable importance, also, among
those persons with part-time farms. In fact, 15.6 per cent of the part-
time farms in 1950 were operated by aged farmers. The data further
show that aged farm operators were of least relative importance among
persons with commercial farms. Only 7.6 per cent of the commercial
farms of the state were in the hands of aged farm operators in 1950.
Insofar as the commercial farms are concerned, aged farmers were
relatively most numerous among operators of Class VI farms. (See
Table XXI.) One-tenth of the individuals with farms in this class was
65 years of age and over in 1950. On the other hand, aged farmers also
were of significance among high income farms (Class I), in which they
constituted 8.7 per cent of the persons with agrictiltural enterprises in





































































































































among persons with Class IV farms. In this class, only 5-5 per cent of
the farmers were aged in 1950.
In considering the relative importance of aged farm operators by
economic class of farm for the different State economic areas, one finds
that they are relatively most numerous in areas 4 and 8. In State
economic area 8 aged farmers constituted 12.4 per cent of the operators
of commercial farms, 16.8 per cent of the individuals with part-time
farms, and 25.7 per cent of those with residential farms. In State
economic area 4, they made up 11.9 per cent of the persons with com-
mercial farms, 20.4 per cent of those with part-time farms, and 26.7 per
cent of the individuals with residential farms. The aged were of most
importance in these two State economic areas an^ong operators of com-
mercial and part-time farms, and only in State economic areas 3, and 1
and A, did the aged constitute as large a proportion of the persons
with residential farms.
The aged were of most relative importance among Class I farm
operators in State economic areas 3, 5 and B, and 6. In each of these,
they comprised more than 10 per cent. Among Class II and III farms,
the aged were most important in State economic areas 1 and A, 4, and 8,
in which they accounted for one-tenth or more of the persons with
agricultural enterprises in each of these classes. They also made up
more than one-tenth of the farmers with Class IV farms in State eco-
nomic area 4. Among persons with Class V farms, the aged constituted
one-tenth in only State economic area 8. They were of similar relative
importance ainong operators of Class VI farms in State economic areas
2, 4, 5 and B, 7, and 8.
Trends
Data on age of farm operators in Louisiana are available since 1920,
and they show a very substantial increase in the relative importance of
the aged within this group. Table XXII shows that the aged farm
operators have nearly doubled in relative numbers between 1920 and
1950. In 1920, they made up 7.8 per cent of the farm operators as com-
pared to 13.3 per cent in 1950. This increase has been continuous ex-
cept for the decade 1920 to 1930 during which time a slight decrease
occurred in the j^ioportional representation of the aged among farm
operators. In 1920, the aged constituted 7.8 per cent of the farm op-
erators, a figure which declined to 7.3 per cent in 1930.
In absoltite niunbers, the aged have increased continuously since
1920. In that year, 10,435 farm operators were 65 year3 of age and over.
The corresponding figure for 1930 Avas 11,403 persons; for 1940, 13,948
persons; for 1945, 15,106 persons; and for 1950, 15,277 persons.
On the basis of these observations, one can fairly safely predict
that the aged will continue to increase in relative and numerical im-






































































































































































































































































Among the significant generalizations about the aged farm popula-
tion and aged farm operators of Louisiana based on the findings of this
study are the following:
1. The aged farm population is dominated nimierically by men
in direct contrast to the aged populations of the other residential areas,
which are dominated numerically by women. This is one of the most
outstanding differences noted between aged persons on farms as com-
pared to those residing in the urban and nonfarm areas.
2. Approximately three-fifths of the aged persons on farms are
native whites and slightly less than two-fifths are Negroes. The re-
mainder are foreign-born whites. Negroes are relatively more numer-
ous among the aged on farms in Louisiana than in the other residential
areas.
3. The majority of the aged farm men are married and the
largest proportion of the aged farm women are widowed. About one-
fourth of the aged farm men also are widowed.
4. More than four-fifths of the aged men on farms are still the
heads of the households in which they live. However, considerably less
than half of the aged women are wives of the head of the household.
Significant proportions of both aged men and women are living with
their children. Abotit one-tenth of the men and more than one-fourth
of the women are in this category.
5. In general, aged people on farms are a poorly educated group.
More than one-fourth of the aged men and almost one-third of the aged
women have had no schooling at all. Low educational status character-
izes aged j^ersons in each of the residential areas of the state.
6. The majority of the aged persons on farms are no longer part
of the labor force. More than half of the aged men and virtually all of
the aged women were no longer part of the labor force in 1950.
7. The bulk of the aged farm men not part of the labor force are
unable to work. In fact, more than three-fovirths of them were in this
category in 1950. Of the aged farm women, approximately two-fifths
were also unable to work.
8. Aged persons on farms have lower median incomes than their
counterparts in the other residential areas. They have larger propor-
tions with low incomes and smaller proportions with high incomes than
found among aged persons living in urban and rural-nonfarm areas.
9. The proportion of aged people has almost doubled in the farm
population of the state since 1920. A similar increase in the relative
numbers of the aged has occurred in the other residential areas.
10. Assuming that the factors responsible for the change in the
proportion of aged persons in the farm population are not radically
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altered and observing the pattern of aging in other areas of the nation,
one can predict that old persons will continue to increase proportion-
ately for the next several decades.
11. More than one-tenth of the farm operators in the state are
65 years of age and over. However, they are not uniformly distributed
throughout the state. In some areas elderly individuals constitute sig-
nificantly larger proportions of the total number of farm operators than
in other areas.
12. Aged persons are of approximately equal relative importance
among both white and nonwhite farm operators.
13. For the most part, aged farmers are owners of the agricul-
tural enterprises which they operate. In 1950, almost two-thirds of them
were classified as ftdl owners. However, considerable variation exists
in tenure status of aged farm operators from one State economic area to
another. For example, in State economic area 2, more than half of the
aged farm operators had status as tenants in 1950.
14. More than half of the aged farm operators are operating cot-
ton farms and another one-fifth of them have farms devoted to the pro-
duction of livestock other than poultry. Therefore, approximately
three-fourths of the aged farm operators have agricultural enterprises
producing either cotton or livestock.
15. Although about three-fourths of the aged farmers themselves
are operating cotton or livestock farms, relatively they are of most im-
portance among the poultry farmers of the state. In 1950, almost one-
fourth of the poultry farms of Louisiana were operated by persons 65
years of age and over.
16. Almost one-half of the aged farm operators had farmsteads of
less than 30 acres in 1950. More than two-thirds of them had agricul-
tural enterprises of under 70 acres in size.
17. In general, the data indicate that the proportionate im-
portance of aged farm operators varies considerably among the different
sized farm enterprises. By and large, the prevailing pattern seems to be
for aged farmers to be disproportionately concentrated among the op-
erators of very small farms (under 10 acres) and of larger farms (70
acres and over). On the other hand, they are underrepresented among
the operators of the intermediate sized units of from 10 to 70 acres.
18. Approximately one-half of the farms operated by aged persons
are classified as residential farms. Slightly less than one-third of the
aged farmers have farms classified as commercial, and slightly less than
one-fifth of them have part-time farms.
19. Of the aged individuals with commercial farms, slightly less
than half have agricultural enterprises classified as Class VI. This means
that they have incomes of between $250 and $1,199. Furthermore, an-
other one-third of the commercial farms operated by aged persons are
classified as Class V with incomes of .$1,200 to $2,499 per year. There-
57
fore, over three-fourths of the aged individuals witli commercial farms
have farms which are returning to them each year an income of less
than $2,500.
20. Aged farm operators are by far of greatest significance among
persons with residential farms. Almost one-fourth of the individuals
with residential farms in the state in 1950 were 65 years of age and over.
The aged are of least relative importance among persons operating com-
mercial farms, in which they accounted for about one-twelfth of the
farmers.
21. Aged farm operators have almost doubled in relative impor-
tance among the farmers of Louisiana since 1920. Indications are that
this increase in the proportional representation of aged farm operators
will continue in the immediate future.
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